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Sir: 



In response to the Examiner's Answer dated October 1 , 2009, Appellants 
submit this Reply Brief. 

I. RESPONSE TO ARGUI\1ENTS OF THE EXAMINER'S ANSWER 

DESCRIBING THE TEACHINGS OF A 
REFERENCE IN A SECTION 103 REJECTION DOES NOT 
AMOUNT TO ATTACKING THE REFERENCES INDIVIDUALLY 

In the Response to Argument section of the Answer, the Examiner makes 
the assertion that Appellants' argument in which the teachings of Bertone are 
emphasized is merely an attempt to show non-obviousness by attacking the 
references individually.^ Appellants respectfully traverse. 

In the Appeal Brief, Appellants argue against the rejection by showing that 
Sharma and Bertone, even if considered together, do not teach the claim 
limitations. To do so, the teachings of Bertone individually must be addressed. 
Discussing the teachings of Bertone to show that Sharma and Bertone fall short 
does not amount to attacking the references individually, and thus the position of 
the Answer's is without merit. 



^ Answer of October 1, 2009, Page 5. 
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BERTONE DOES NOT TEACH OUT-OF-ORDER 
DMA, AND THUS BERTONE'S TEACHING DOES 
NOT LEAD TO OUT-OF-ORDER DMA IN SHARMA 

The Answer goes further to state, "The Examiner clearly relies upon 
Sharma for teachings and structure of DMA and merely relies upon Bertone for 
the teachings of how data can be handled both in-order and out-of-order."^ In the 
Appeal Brief, Appellants point out that the out-of-order teachings of Bertone are 
with respect to the XA-MP bus 12, but are not DMA transfers. The Answer fails to 
refute the position. Thus, even if the teachings of Sharma are precisely as the 
Answer suggests (which Appellants do not admit), Sharma and Bertone fail to 
teach the claim limitations because the teachings of Bertone cannot be used to 
modify the DMA transfers of Sharma to arrive at out-out-order DMA transfers. 
THE SECTION 1.111 ASSERTIONS ARE WITHOUT MERIT 

The Answer alleges that Appellants' arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 

I. 111(b) and (c) because they allegedly amount to general allegation of 
patentability and allegedly fail to clearly point out patentable novelty, 
respectively.^ Appellants respectfully traverse. 

With respect to claim 3, in the Appeal Brief Appellants quote a specific 
portion of the claim language, and then shows that the teachings of Bertone fail in 
adequacy to modify the teachings of Sharma to arrive at the claim limitations. 
Thus, the assertion that the arguments present a "general allegation of 
patentability" or "fail to clearly point out patentable novelty" are clearly without 
merit. Claim 4 is similarly argued. 

II. CONCLUSION 

It is believed that no extensions of time or fees are required, beyond 
those that may otherwise be provided for in documents accompanying this 
paper. However, in the event that additional extensions of time are necessary 



^ Answer of October 1, 2009, Page 6, last to paragraphs. 
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to allow consideration of this paper, such extensions are hereby petitioned 
under 37 CFR § 1.136(a), are hereby authorized to be charged to Hewlett- 
Packard Development Company's Deposit Account No. 08-2025. 

Respectfully submitted, 

/mes/ 



Mark E. Scott 
PTOReg. No. 43,100 
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